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S IR. 

EXCEPT the word baptifm. there is not a word 
in the Bible more perverted and mifunderftood, 
; than the word charity. If a man confcientioufly 
ft and up for the doftrine and difcipline of Chrift, no 
term is fo commonly applied to him as that of Bigot ! 
even though he let other people think as they pleafe, and 
abhor every idea of perfecution. But if a man deny the 
dodrine of the Trinity, or any other fundamental of the 
gofpel, immediately his adherents cry out, " O lake's a 
'' very fenfibh and a very koneft man, and you muft bait 
w tbarityfor people of different fentifoents ;" the meaning 
of all which is, that we are to think it of no confer 
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quence, whether a man believe any thing or nothing, 
and is a complaifant method of betraying the gofpel, 
like Judas did its Author, into the hands or its enemies; 
for it is not worth while to enquire into the external evi*. 
dences of the Bible, if we may have no greater concern 
about ascertaining its contents. But you tell me, that 
the perfons you are an advocate far communion with, 
" Do not deny t 'but believe the fundamental truths of Goi*s 
" -word-" for however the moft zealous defender of i 
mixed communion in our day (1 mean Mr. Robinfon) 
maintains the perfeft innocence of mental error, and hit 
opinions on that fubjeft lead to communion with an in* 
discriminate mixture, of all or of no fentiments, pro- 
vided there be a pa {Table moral character (and f am per* 
fuaded it is the only confident length in which open com- 
munion can be maintained) you limit your charity, fo 
as to ' ' allow only thofe who believe the doflrine of the <#- 
.* vine f erf on and right eoufne/s of Chrift, with the reft of 
st thedo&iines of free grace to be real Ghriftians" Here 
then, it ieems, i am to fet my foot and debate the mat* 
ter with you. You affert, that *' there may be people en* 
** lightened into the belief and experience sf the truth as it it 
" in Je/ti3 t who yet are not fatisjied, that baptifm mat in* 
'' tended to be perpetuated beytnd the Apoftolic age, and who 
" therefore cannot confcientioufly be baptized." vVell. Sup- 
pole 1 were to admit this, //hat will you make of it? 
You can never prove from thence, that fuch perfons have 
a right (in virtue merely of their faith) to go unbaptized 
to the Lord's Sapper. No. The true argument will run 
thus : this people's faith does not extend to the two po- 
fitive inilitutions of Chrift ; therefore keep them from the 
Lord's table, till they fee into the duty of baptifm, 
which, according to the fcripture, always preceded it ; for 
it is not more plainly faAjjbtnv forth the Lord's death until 
be come > than it is, preach to every creature (conlequently 
in all ages) he that believtth is to be baptized '; and Z0, / 
am with you aliuay (confequently in adhering to. thia 
duty) even nt the tnd of the world* You add further, 
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M We ought to Isold communion with good people t who 
** lieve all the other truths of the go/pel in common *witk 
*' eur/efates} tut think that they have been, to all good in- 
*' tents and purpofes, baptized by fpr inkling in their in- 
** fancy" Here your chief ftrefs is laid; and this will 
bring the debate into a yet narrower compafs I begin 
then with afldng, Bo you think in fan t-fprinkling to be 
in any fenfe baptifm? As a Baptift you will aniwer, 
NO. But you fubjoin, " Baptifm* sr infant-baptifm-, it 
** matter non-ejfintial and indifferent ', in which good 
" people may think and let think* and go cordially to the 
"Lord's 'Table together, which ever fide they take." In 
oppofition to this then (while I confefs it is not my pro- 
vince to judge individuals, and 1 am willing to make all 
due allowances for early-received prejudices) 1 muft in- 
fift, that the Baptifts cannot too ftrenuoufly teftify their 
diflike of infant-baptifm, or what is fo called, as a moil 
pernicious error ; and therefore, ought not, by any means, 
to countenance or have communion with them who ad- 
here to it ; becaufe, Firfi % Infant-baptifm leads to a total 
fubverfion of the doftrines of Chrift : Secondly t l"he 
temper of its advocates is fuch, that there can be no 
mutual communion between them and the Baptiils : 
^Thirdly ', It overthrows the inftityted order of gofpel-wor 
(hip, and refufes obedience to Chrift as King in Zion. 

Firfl ; Infant-baptifm leads to a total fubverfion of the 
doftrines of the gofpel of Chrift. For the leading prin- 
ciples of the Chriflian-religion are, that all men by na- 
ture and practice, Jews and Gentiles, and one as much 
as another, are considered as fmners' again ft God. The 
fcripture hath concluded all under fin, and there is not 
in this refpecl the leaft difference in God's iight ; for 
though fome have been kept beyond others, by the force 
of education, the workings of confcience, or the inter- 
pofitions of a preventive Providence, from the open 
outrages of fin, the hand of God is to be regarded in 
thefe reftraints ; ilill the heart of one man is naturally as 
bad as that of another,, and all are defperately wicked, 
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and obftinate as the horfe or mule which have no under- 
{landing. Every finner faved therefore is a brand plucked 
by fovereign grace, out of the burning ; and no flelhhas 
any thing to boa ft of, either from himfelf or his ancef- 
tors,, however godly ; but all are alike finners, and in- 
debted to mere mercy. Of confequence it is a funda- 
mental article in the gofpel, that a man is juftified alone 
through the redemption and righteoufnefs of Jefus, which 
Ihines glorioufly as the righteoufnefs of God in our na- 
ture, of the fecond Adam who is the Lord from heaven, 
unification alio is to be copfidered in two views ; at the 
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ar of God, and in a man's own confcience. The lat* 
ter is the evidence or earneft of the former ; for it is im 
poifible for me to know that I am a juftified perfon in 
God's fight, but as the Lord witneiTes it to rny mind, 
and gives me the difcovery and comfort of it in the court 
of my own conscience. Faith therefore is the gift of 
God, through the operation of his Holy Spirit, whereby, 
in a man's foul he pronounces him a juftified man ;. and 
the matter which God makes ufe, and faith lays hold of 
for this purpole, is the fame truth exactly, that has recon- 
ciled finners in the court of heaven, I mean Chrift's 
adorable righteoufnefs as revealed in the word j Chrift's 
righteoufneis, fufficient for the pardon of the moft guilty; 
Chrift's righteoufnefs, held out freely to the vileft of men, 
and held, out, as the only ground of a tinner's hope ; for 
if I mix any goodnefs, privileges or profeffions of my 
own, (be they what they may, or in whatever form they 
appear) with his righteoufnefs, as the reafon why 1 hope 
in him, or in any wife to prop up my comfort of intereft 
in him, I affront Chrift and put him from me ; my hope 
is not that of the gofpel, but is built* upon pride and 
felf-righteoufnefs ; will be wavering and unfteady in this 
life, James i* 6. and will at lad perifh for ever : whereas, 
if my eye be fmgle, my whole body will be full of light ; 
if thrift's righteoufnefs be before me, as the tried and 
all-fufficient reft of a loft finner, this will bean inex** 
fcauftible iburce of confolation, of joy folid and fubftan- 
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tial ; 8 foundation durable as the rock of ages ; and this 
hope always produced holinefs of heart and life. - The 
Apoftles of Chrift therefore fpoke of nothing with fo 
thorough an abhorrence, as that whkh would depreciate 
in the eyes of men, the glory of the perfon and righ- 
teoufnefs of their Lord. Let it come in under ever fo 
artful a pretence (of a regard for God's holy law, or, a 
zeal for the privileges of God's Children) or if even an 
Angel were the iniinuator, they pronounced the doctrine 
to be faile, and the preacher an accurfed, lying, Spirit* 
that meant to deceive and ruin ; nor were they jealous 
of any error compared to this, of corrupting the minds 
of men, from the fimplicity of Chrift's righteoufnefs as 
their alone peace. But we all know, how the Jews and 
Judaizing teachers oppoled, or would have perverted, 
this pure doftrine. They vainly imagined, thai being 
Ifraelites, they had a greater tide to Goa's goodnefs tnan 
Gentile finners ; fome, that they had no need at all of 
Chrift's righteoufnefs ; others, that they were better qua- 
lified for it, or recommended to it. than the reft of the 
world Accordingly, they boafted of their circumcifion 
(which was Amply a mark of obligation to da the whole 
Jaw, Gal v. 3. or be condemned by it) as a mark of 
their being God's peculiarly fpiritual people ; and would 
fain have forced the Gentiles to be circumcifed, that 
they might glorj in their Jlejk> Gal. vi. 13. The chief 
argument for intant-baptifm alfo being drawn, from a 
fancied analogy between it and circumcifion, do not you 
fee a vaft likenefs between thefe boaftings of the Jews, 
and thofe in ufe amongft Psedo-baptifts, concerning the 
privileges of the feed of believers? Caution fly as fome 
do fpeak of infant- baptifm, as no more than a token, 
that the children are members of the kingdom of Chrift 
At large ( which is faying nothing but that they have in 
common with others, the liberty of hearing God's word ; 
and does not entitle to baptifm J the greater part, if not 
all at particular feafons, fpeak of a fomcthing of God's 
goodneft, which the children of believer* have a tew* 

nznt-rigkt 
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in* that the feed of unbelievers are not po 
fefled of, or entitled to; and that this right is fealed and 
confirmed to them in baptifm. Hence infant-fprinkling 
is termed a feal of the covenant tf grate, in which covenant 
it is roundly aflerted, that a believer's children are in- 
cluded, by virtue of their parents faith ; and being thus 
fealed in covenant with God, if a child die in infancy, 
the Minifter comforts 'the parents, in private or over the 
grave, with the ground there is for believing the child is 
gone to glory f not from the general idea that a God of 
infinite goodnefs, who took him away in a ftate of un- 
confcioufoefs, meant his happinefs thereby ; but, mark 
the reafonj becaufe the parents have been wife enough to 
feal him in God's covenant) and thereby it would feem 
have taken pofieflion of heaven for him, the infant being 
himfelf incapable of doing it ; while the Baptifts, on the 
other hand, are fpoken of as moft inhuman wretches, 
who have no good hope of their children's ialvation, nor 
any concern about it; becaufe, though they pray for them, 
they do not profefs to baptize them. Again ; if the 
children of Paedo-baptifts grow up into life, the parents 
are told, what a prevalent argument they have to ufe in 
prayer to God for them, and what ground for the belief 
that their prayers will be anfwered, and their children 
faved; becaufe they are the feed of the faithful, and by 
baptifm: fealed in the covenant, ff even they turn out 
wicked, ftill it is to be believed that the wandering fheep 
fliall be brought back, becaufe they were marked as 
God's in their infancy ; and if the wanderers be re- 
claimed, that is not fo much imputed to the free and un- 
conditional grace of God to the offenders, as it is to the 
good effeft pf their parents faith, and their in fan t-fprink- 
ng. But if the young perfons appear fober, mind their 
bufinefs, and attend upon worfhip with decency then all 
is prefumed to be right ;, their morality is regarded as the 
fruit: of the feed fown when they were chriikned ; they 
are nurfed up in an idea, *Hat they are by birth and bap- 
tifm, perfons of greater excellency, and dearer to the 

Lord, 



Lord, than the offspring of prophane people are ; and it 
being rather taken for granted than minutely enquired 
into, whether they have received the grace of God in 
truth* they are fefpecially if they can chatter about the" 
theory of gofpel do6lrines>> readily admitted, as a mat* 
ter of courle, to church-communion, the other feal as it 
is exprefled, the former having been received in infancy ; 
and fo they are, with very little trouble, compleated as 
Chriilians and profeflbrs of religion. But will you tell 
me, that fuch Chriftians have any real value for the righ* 
teoufnefs of Chrift ? Is it Jefus alone that the man will 
look to for his comfort, who is taught that he is fo pru 
vileged a perfon, in virtue of his birth and fuppofed 
baptifm ? Will fuch a man deem himfelf a poor perifh- 
ing creature, the chief of finners, and as a drowning 
wretch eagerly catch, at the righteoufnefs of Chrift, for 
the fupport of his guilty foul from defpair } Will he as a 
child of wrath, even as others, rejoice in Chrift Jefus 
the Saviour from that wrath, and have no confidence in the 
fiejh, Phil, Hi. 3. ? Will he walk humbly with God, and 
efbem others better than bimf elf * Phil. 11.3.? No, Sir. 
He will be more like the boafting Pharifce, than the felf. 
condemned Publican, whofe whole plea was God be mer 
tiful to me afinner ; and however, 1 confefs, fome of the 
Paedo-baptiits do talk feemingly found and orthodox 
upon the article of Juftification, yet of neceffity they 
muft do it with a falvo, a mental reservation, of this in- 
fant-covenant, fealed and ratified in baptifm, and fo fpoil 
all. Had the Apoftle Paul lived in our day and feen 
thefe effeds, what do you think he would have faid of 
infant- fpr inkling ' Would he not have enveighed againft 
it, as an attempt to pollute the pure river of water of 
life, and as not fubmitting to, but undervaluing the 
righteoufnefs of God, Rom. x. 3. ? Would he not have 
declared againft it, as an enemy to the Crofs of Chrift? 
Afiuredly he would. And fhall we account it a matter 
innocent, non-ejfential 9 of perfeS indifference, &c. and mix 
in communion as a church of Chrift, with them who 

contaminate 
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contaminate the true grace of God ?" How will the 
Church be tjte pillar and ground of the truth, \ Tim. iii, 
15. if we thus connive at, or countenance fuch a conta- 
mination ? If the chief -do.cl.rine of the gofpel, that of 
Justification, be held in indifference, what- chance have 
we of retaining the remainder? Rather, if this be 
taken away (or which is the fame thing, corrupted by 
the infinuating leaven of infant-fpfinkling^ , what 
other do&fine can be considered as of any confequence at 
all? It becomes us therefore to bear a fteady proteft 
againft fo dangerous a corruption, and hold no com* 
in union with its admirers. In matters of worldly pro- 
perty, people are ufually jealous of the very fmalleft en- 
croachments : and fliall we not contend earnefty for the 
faith once delivered to the faints ? If after duly weigh- 
ing thefe thoughts you like mixed-communion, I fhall 
pity you ; but for my own part, knowing foinething of 
the precioufnefs of Jefus, I cannot; I coniider infant* 
baptifm as robbing Chrift of his glory, and the reafon- 
ings of the Diffenters concerning it to be equally pre- 
fumptuous, with the power affumed by the Church of 
England, of making a child by baptifm a member Q 
Chrift, a child of God, and an inheritor of the king- 
dom of heaven ; if the Diffenters cannot commune with 
this Church, becaufe they judge its ceremonies and im- 
politions to be unfcriptural, I have a much more impor- 
tant reafori for refuting communion with them, that I 
muft keep^ my f elf from idols* I John, v. 21. and every 
thing is an idol which God has not given his authority 
for, and which tends, either dire&ly or in its natural 
confequences, to fet up any other hope than Chrift Je* 
fus. The Baptifts do. not baptize with the view of ob- 
taining, or qualifying themfelves by it for the favour of 
God; but becaufe they, as firmer $> have received mercy \ 
and becaufe Chrift has commanded them to do it, in token 
of their gratitude for that mercy. I obferved alfo, 

II. That the temper of the Pasdo-baptifts is fuch, that 
there can be no mutual communion between them and 

B the 
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the Baptifts. Sir, you know that communion at the 
Lord's table implies, not only that between God and a 
man's own foul, but alfo that between him and the peo- 
ple he 5ts down with; they eat of one bread, they are 
fuppofed to have drunk into one fpirit, and to be united 
in the moft cordial manner, as brethren and lifters in 
Chrift. But it feems to me iinpoffible, that Baptifts and 
Paedobaptifts can thus affe&ionately unite; they are, like 
oil and water, heterogeneous fubftances that cannot con- 
folidate into one body, however they be comprehended 
in one church. How can a Baptift coincide with thofe 
that, we have mentioned already, do corrupt the gof- 
pel ? Or though the Baptift do cringe, and endeavour 
to gain the good-will and chriftian love of the Psedo- 
baptifts, the latter will always look upon him with an 
evil eye, and have a private grudge againft him, or jca- 
loufy of him. (ndeed were 1 proudly left to imagine, 
that my faith entitled my children to fpiritual bleflings, 
or that I. was capable of fealing my children in covenant 
with God, and thereby ftipulating with God for them, 
no doubt I mould hate the Baptiib, who maintain, as 
Chrift and his Apoftles did, that the children of be- 
lievers, asfucb* are no more in covenant with God than 
thofe of unbelievers. Accordingly, I am well acquainted 
with many fads, that fully authenticate thefe remarks. 
Mr. Hitchm, an Independent minifter, was totally and 
avowedly againft mixed communion, fo afraid was he left 
his people fbould become Baptifts, ,as are fome others of 
that denomination. And if Psedobaptifts be in a Bap- 
lift-church, it gives them no pleafure to behold finners 
converted and baptized ; it rather creates difguft. But 
if a Paedobaptift propofe and be received, it gives amaz- 
ing pleafure, and immediately it is perceivable that they 
understand one another, and are a feparate party in the 
church j or if fuch a member be propofed and not re- 
ceived, the fcruple is not believed to be, that the church 
wifhes to have better proof of the man's real piety ; but 
it is furmifed as the true reafon, that be is not a Baptift ; 
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fo that I have known churches before now, obliged to 
take perfons in, even againft their own judgments, for 
fear of offending the Paedo-baptift members. This an- 
tipathy is alfo to be fufpefted, when they feem and fpeak 
the moft fmoothly, for it has always been found if they 
were capable of taking any advantage, however unfair 
or disingenuous againft the Baptifts, that they greedily 
embraced it ; and-it appeared demonftrably plain to have 
been the intention, in a particular inftance 1 could fpe- 
cify, where certain Pasdobaptifts refufed to join a Bap- 
tift-church, becaufe they found out by fome accident, 
that the Truft^deed of the place of worfhip had provided, 
that the minifter ihould always be a Baptift; but if they 
could have had that article expunged or over-ruled, a 
whole fhoal of them would, for obvious reafons, have 
joined forthwith. Not many years ago a Baptift church, 
allowing of mixed-communion, having two or three be- 
fore them who propofed for admittance, after the account 
of their experiences was finiihed, the minifter enquired, 
" Did they or did they not wiih to be baptized ?" And 
being anfwered in the affirmative, he added, that he 
hoped it was from a conviction of' the propriety of bap* 
tifm ; for that he did not wifti any (as he termed it) to 
fubmit to it, who was not rationally perfuaded it was 
his duty and privilege. Innocently and undefigningly as 
thefe words were uttered, the wrath excited in the other 
party was fo exceffive, that one of the Paedobaptifts ftood 
up, and with fhut-fift exclaimed againft minifter and peo- 
ple ; concluding with, " / defy you all to prove, that the 
*' feed of believers are not in the covenant of grace with 
* l their parents" When we go to hear a Paedobaptift mi- 
nifier, we muft have patience to hear him ; if it fall in 
his way, direct parents to plead with God the infant- 
covenant and baptifm, in. behalf of their children ; and 
roundly tell the children, how much more account God 
makes of them, than of the feed of infidels and wicked 
people. But if a Bapcift minifter happen to touch upon 
baptifnv though faithfulnefs to his text unavoidably lead 
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him to it, and though he caft no reflexions upon infant- 

fprinkling, but incidentally illuftrates his own fubjeft ; 

O! the diffatisfaclion, the uneafinefs expreffed by the 

other fide of the queftion. " Aye, He begins to preach 

st abcut laptifm.*! We'll leave him," &c. fo that a rainif- 

ter is hampered ; fome parts of God's holy word hemuft 

not preach upon ; fome duties hemuft not enforce, left 

he rifque the friendfhip and fupport of his Poedobaptift 

members. I am forry alfo to fay (and amamgd of theni 

of whom I fpeak it) that there are fome who call them- 

felves fnot properly,) Baptift minifters, who, to fay the 

beft of them, prefer the friendlhip and countenance of 

Pasdobaptifts to their duty. Why elfe do they, for the 

fake of mixed- communion, or for retaining their opulent 

hearers, make fuch collufive bargains as this about an 

ordinance of Chrift " That they will never fpeak of or for 

*' believer's baptiftn, or again/} that of infants, in the pul- 

** pit, or the church, or any other public exerci/e of their 

" miniftry with that people" ? Why do fuch temporizing 

preachers accordingly, when a perfon is to be baptized, 

give notice of it to the Baptills in a ibifper ; and at the 

time, fneak out at day-break and through a back-door 

(as if they traded in fmuggled goods - or had fome fhame- 

ful action to perpetrate) and baptize the party privately, 

in fome unfrequented corner of an orchard adjoining to 

a river, inftead of manfully avowing Chrilt's ordinance in 

the face of the world ? They could do no otherwife in 

the very heat of perfecution. We have a remarkable in- 

ilance of fuch a bargain not far from us, which is though 

to ficken a confcientious man of mixed-communion ; an 

inftance in which two Pgsdo-baptift minifters in a certain 

town, " think it their duty" to preach, and one to print, 

zealoufly in defence of infant. fprinkling; but the Bap^. 

till minifter (poor man !) has his hands and tongue tied, 

that he dare do neither, becaufe it is contrary to his 

church-covenant, and will difoblige fome of his beft fub- 

fcribers. I do not wifh to make ill-natured comparifons ; 

tut I confefs, when I hear of thefe and the like concef- 



C is ] 

fions, they irrefiftibly force upon me the idea, of Solo- 
mon's complaifance to the idolatry of his ftrange wives, 
and how their zeal for their falfe worfliip, reproached his 
indifference for the true. There is a coniiftency in being 
cold or hot ; but none in being neither told nor hot. The 
Paedo-baptifts are not fo lukewarm in regard to their prin- 
ciples. Happy are they too, when they hear of, or can 
foment difcord or divisions in a Baptift church. Inftead 
of difcountenancing diforders, they will receive and 
openly encourage thofe that furioufly rend themfelves 
away, or, as I could prove have been put away, by the 
Baptifts, for immoral practices, [t cannot butilrike you 
alfo, that while they entertain fuch a temper, they (hake 
hands wUh the church of Rome, acknowledge the fprink- 
ling performed by a Popifti-prieft to be, in every refpeft, 
valid baptifm, and abufe the Baptifts, as feparatifts from, 
the catholic church of Chrift, for not being of the fame 
opinion. (See Mr. Henry's Treatife, lately pubiifhed, p. 
212.) How could you ever imagine there can be chrii- 
tian cordiality and communion, between us and people 
fo oppofite i But if this be not fufficient, I will add, 

III. That infant-fprinkling overthrows the order of 
gofpel-worlhip, and therefore I cannot unite in commu- 
nion with them who pra&ife it. The doctrines of free- 
grace, imbibed as we have faid in the foul, are not in- 
tended to remain there inactive, but to bring forth fruit 
unto God ; and if to God, then this fruit muft be in God's 
way ; for as it is abfurd to fuppofe he has left us without 
a rule to go by, fo if we walk according to any rule but 
what he has laid down in his word, we dijkonour, not 
glorify him ; and the more attached we are to any human 
invention, the more we difregard God our maker, and 
the authority of Jefus as king in Zion. Now God is a 
God of order ; and his order has beauty as well as im- 
portance in it. You and I think fo of the dofirines of re- 
velation ; fo that if a preacher, under pretence of pro- 
moting piety, were merely to urge the practice of good 
works, and propofe them as the ground of comfort that 
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we are in a converted ftate, you would reply, tf The jr/f 
44 command is to believe on the Son of God ; and until 
' that be the cafe, no works are properly good, or marks 
" of conversion/' Is not order to belbbferved alfoin the 
worlhip of the gofpel ? And as there is not an example 
in fcripture, of any perfons baptized but who profefled 
to believe, or of any going to the Lord's Supper, who 
were not upon a profeflion baptized, does not infant- 
fprinkling evidently invert, and overturn, this beautiful 
fabric of gofpel-worfliip ; lay wafte the fences of Zion, 
and open a road for encroachments of the worft nature ? 
In truth, mixed-communion appears moft fhapelefsly and 
ridiculoufly informal, to many of the Paedo-baptifts them- 
felves. " Here, fays one fometime ago, is a man brought 
' into a chriftian church whom you think unbaptized; 
'" In time perhaps, he becomes a Baptift, and is bap- 
** tized. Then you do in e-ffeft caft him 'Out of the 
" chriftian church, and receive him in again by bap- 
" tifm ; for how can a man be of the church of Chrift^ 
" (that is profefledly a chriftian) unlefs he "be baptized"? 
But fond as the friends of infant-baptifm are of analogies, 
and hard-prefled as that weak one from circumcilion is, 
iii order to fqueeze out fome femblance of proof from 
fcripture, I have thought of an analogy, which has a fcrip- 
tural foundation, which will clearly illuftrate this point 
of gofpel-order, and which will include both the forts of 
people you fpeak of; thofe who fcruple bapcifm wholly, 
and them who plead for infant-baptifm. You well know 
that the union between Chrift and his church is often in 
fcripture termed a Marriage, and the church is ftiled the 
Bride* the Lamti 's*<wife'. [t is foreign to my purpofe to 
confider here, how that union flood in the mind and 
cbunfel of God, before we exifted, or creation had a 
Being ; there is a moment in a believer's experience, 
when drawn by the word and fpirit of God, he fees the 
beauty of Chrift, is won over to truft his foul compofedly 
into his hands, and yields himfelf to him as alive from 
the dead. This is, in one view, the time of the ioul's 
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fecret efpoufal to Chrift : baptifm is the public avowal - 
of that fecret tranfaclion : and there is a plain parallel be- 
tween this ordinance and a public celebration of mar- 
riage, which is in confequence of a previous affe&ion, and 
private contratf between the parties. Let me then can- 
didly fuppofe-a number of people in any place, of which 
the majority was againft any public or open contract of 
marriage, and faid, they made it a matter of confcience 
for each couple to go together without any fuch ceremony. 
And what if^a minority were to object, *' 'Tis irregular 
* and indecent" ? the majority would no doubt reply, 
*' We make as good hujbands and fathers as you do ; what 
" need to be always harping upon this firing, MARRIAGE! 
" MARRIAGE"! The minority would aniwer, " You. 
** may be good fathers, and what you call good hujbands .\ 
but all yonr goodnefs fubfequent to your going together isde- 
fefltie, for want of this FIRST, public y authorized tontraS 
" MARRIAGE." Pijh ! would the majority fay, '" Mutual 
*' love is the alone ejjence of marriage ; can't you keep com- 
pany with us y for all t vae are not formally married ; con- 
Jtdering alfo that it is "with us a matter of confcience" ? 
And how would fuch a minority be laughed at, by the 
more numerous admirers of the other flefh-pleaiing fyf- 
tern ! Now, to apply thefe remarks to baptifm: if the 
above reafoning of the majority would be indelicate, is it 
not equally fo to urge pleas of conference, to evade a 
plain precept that Chrift has ordained, as theory? and 
leading duty in entering upon a public profeffion of re- 
ligion, or avouching Jefus to be our hufband ? But fup- 
pofe the majority mould thus excufe themfelves, " Our 
fathers told us, that they had made a contract between ut 
in our infamy , and married us, upon condition c we con* 
" fentedtwhen we grew up"? It would immediately be 
retorted, " Such a. contrail was none of your parents pro- 
wince \ it Jhouldbe your own voluntary afl, or it cannot fa 
* c valid" So neither is irifant-fprinkling valid ; but is, 
in a religious fenfe, that fame kind of blind, involun- 
tary, irregular contract, that infant-matrimony would be, 
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and equally destitute of what conftitutes chriftian-bap 
tifm, as the other of what conftitutes a lawful marriage. 
That man then who freely vilited, who eat and drank, 
and lived upon terms of intimacy and friendmip p with 
the diforderly people I have mentioned, would be juftly 
reproached, as countenancing them in fornication. And 
do they not countenance Spiritual fornication, Rev. xix. 
3. who plead for mixed-communion ? Would it be faid 
of the former, that they defpife an ordinance of God, 
matrimony, which (queer as certain forms may be) was 
inftituted to prevent confujionf And do they not flight, 
or manifeft indifference for Chrift's ordinance of baptifm, 
who allow of mixed-communion, and in faft promote 
coaf a/ton in the order of gofp4l-worfhip ? If you think my 
fimile an homely one, I only afk, whether it is not -a juft 
and a fcriptural one ? The! more home then it f peaks the 
better, [have but one other remark to make ; that I mould 
difiike mixed-commm union, were it for nothing but this 
natural effeft, that it caufes people to be indolent in ex- 
amining, whether baptifm be a duty. They think they 
can get into a church without it ; and are unwilling to 
afk, whether it be a command of Ghrift or not,. That is 
the general temper in our day j and in apology they fay, 
" Why, as to laptifm* 'tis no mattery we tan goto heaven 
*< without it, if we believe on Chrifi ; laptifm can*i make 
'* us more cbrijlians than <we are" jf not considering, that 
baptifm was not given to make people chriilians ; but to 
profefs Gurfelves chriftiaiis ; and if Ghrift has ordained a 
particular method of making this profeffipn, he that thinks 
that method of final! contequence, defpifeth not a diftin- 
guiming tenet of aparty of men, but defpifeth an ordinance 
of God, and they who in any way aid or abet fuch indif* 
ference, difcover ignorance of .the meaning of chrillian- 
baptifm, which holds up to our eyes, as in a glafs, ih 
glory of the Lord Jtfits, and the happinefs of them tha 
believe on his name. 
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